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Item 1490 (607-10.13A) 1,451" of 72" chain link fence 1" mesh @ $27.00 per foot = $39,177. OQ -
Replace with 72" MODOT spec 2" mesh chain link fence @ $17 50 per foot=$25,392.00 '

2. Estimate of reduction in construction costs. $13 725.00

3. Prediction of any effects the proposed change(s) will have on other department costs, such as
maintenance and operations.
None

"

4. Anﬁcipated date for submittal of detailed change(s) of items required by Section 104.6 of the
Specifications. _

_ASAP
(date)

3. Deadline for issuing a change order to obtain maximum cost reduction, noting the effect of
contract completion time or delivery schedule. .

ASAP ;
(date) (effect)

6. Dates of any previous or concurrent submission of the same proposal.

NONE
(date and/or dates)
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Additional Comments:

I recommend that this proposal be rejected. In accordance with Section 607 of MoDOT's Engineering Policy
"Guide, chain link fence shall be used through the limits of rest areas. Chain link will provide a better
physical barrier to the borrow pit in addition to having a greater aesthetic quality.
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VALUE ENGINEERING CHECK SHEET

TYPE OF WORK

(Check one that applies)

Bridge/Structure/Footings

Drainage Structures (RCP, RCB, CMP’s, ect.)
TCP/MOT

Paving (PCCP, ect.)

Grading/MSE Walls

Signal/Lighting/ITS ) —
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 SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL

(If needed, condense summary to a couple of lines)

Unclear what contractor is proposing. It appears they are wanting to substitute a lesser'quality fencing for
the rest area project. EPG is clear on chain link fence for rest areas. This proposal is rejected.
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